I haye perused the papers and correspondence herein, and in my opinion the course adopted by the proprietors of The Glole is a good ground for an action for damages against them.
In considering the various points raised, it must be borne in mind that the article was, at the time it was obtained by The Glole, unpublished ; that the right of the author or proprietor therein was therefore a common law right of property as distinct from a statutory copyright; and that in determining the nature of the wrong done and the remedy to be adopted, it is necessary to regard the question as an interference with the ordinary rights of property, and not as an interference with a special property so made by Act of Parliament. Now, in the first place, it is settled law that every product of mental labour which has been embodied in writing, or some other material form, becomes the exclusive property of the author, and that without his consent the law will not allow any other person to publish it, and that this property and the consequent power to protect it exists independent of Statute. 
